Semper floreat by unknown
SEMPER FLOREAT TUESDAY 18th JULY PAGE 1 
TUESDAY 18 JULY 67 
Vol.37 No.8a 5? 
MR. NICKLIN... ReaislCfcJ In Auilrulia for Triinsmissioit by poM as u News(W|>cr Primed by John Nuccni Ply. Ltd. Typcsellinn by QiiMntLind Type Service Pty. Ltd. Eitiim: [Javid ictBUwn; A'.-.- Eililor A Bm. M^r.: Dave Murr .Spans t'llilitr: VVjIly Noble; Sla/I: Nick Boolh! Lee Wllsor. Michele Jordana. Nicki Ferguson. Sue Gcasiin. Warwick Gould. Graham Rowlands 
The views expressed in this newspaper are not necessarily those 
ofthe University of Queensland Union Council or the University 
Administration as even a simpleton could perceive. 
S P E E C H B Y M R . G. F. R. N I C K L I N 
(Then Leader o f the O p p o s i t i o n ) D e l i v e r e d a t t he S t a r T h e a t r e , Msroochydore , Monday, 1 J u l y 1957 . 
THE FUNDAMENTAL ESSENTIALS OF DEMOCRACY ARE THE FREEDOM OF THE PEOPLE TO CHOOSE IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH SOUND DEMOCRATIC PRINCIPLE THE GOVERNMENT THEY DESIRE; FREEDOM OF SPEECH. EXPRESSION. AND 
ASSOCIATION; FREEDOM OF RELIGION; FREEDOM FROM WANT AND FREEDOM FROM FEAR. 
FOR THE PRESERVATION OF THE THINGS WE HOLD DEAR, AND FOR WHICH OUR ANCESTORS SPILT THEIR BLHOD, 
WE UNDERTAKE THAT, IF ELECTED TO GOVERNMENT, WE WILL AS QUICKLY AS IT IS HLMANLY POSSIBLE TAKE LEGIS-
LATIVE ACTION TO ENTRENCH IN OUR CONSTITUTION CERTAIN DEMOCRATIC PRINCIPLESWHICH ANY FUTURE GOVERN-
MENT CANNOT READILY TAKE AWAY. 
ilCTING V - C ; ILL CONSIDERH) STATEMENTS 
On Tuesday llth July, after the decision to postpone the Civil Liberties March 
had been taken, a motion was carried which condemned the alleged statements of the 
Deputy Vice-chancellor, Professor Teakle in the Courier Mail (Tuesday, llth July). 
It also called on his to address a meeting of students to explain if he had been misquoted, 
and if he had not been misquoted, to justify or retract his statements. 
An appointment was made immediately after this decision had been taken to see 
Professor TeaKle at 9. 00 a. m. on Wednesday morning. At this meeting Professor Teakle 
denied that he had been misquoted: he admitted that the Courier Mail had correctly 
reported his statements. He declined to attend a public meeting of students and staff to 
explain his position. 
Given the fact that this situation has developed it seems imperative that the alle-
gations made by Professor Teakle should be discussed openly. Two statements by the Deputy 
vice-chancellor deserve comment. He said, "It appears that some students will leam only 
the hard way . . . . It has been pointed out to them now stupid they are. " The second 
statement is "There was a small group of lecturers egging on the students.... I know four 
who are at present engaged in this campaign. " 
The first allegation of stupidity of the students who are prepared to march for civil 
liberties shows how uninformed he is of the issues involved and of the character of the 
students at this university. His statement reflects an over-simplified view of the situation 
in Queensland with respect to civil liberties. It must be understood that the basis of the 
recent events is the belief that an unjust law does not have to be obeved. Professor Teakle 
has also indicated how out of touch be is with the present student boay. He has no real 
conception of the seriousness and integrity with which students ate tanlng stands on the issues 
which ate facing the univetsity and our society. What must be realised is that on the St, 
Lucia campus there has emerged one of the most well-informed and socially-aware communities 
that our society has, unconsciously produced. 
His second allegation which concerns the four lecturers who published a leaflet explain-
ing why they supported the proposed match, shows lhat he believes lhat the students are not 
capable of coming to a stand on an issue without staff support, what he has failed to realise 
is that the people involved in this issue of civil liberties do not see themselves as partaking as 
"staff" and "students", but rather as citizens ofthe community who quite incidentally happen 
to be in the university community. As a point of fact, the Civil Liberties Co-ordinating 
Committee was formed by representatives of various clubs and societies at the university which 
agreed on the need for changes in the Traffic Regulations. There was never any question of 
staff sponsorship. If some staff memben support the aims of this Committee, then it does not 
follow that this represents "egging on the snidents" any more than the Newman Society's co-
sponsorship represents "egging on . 
One ofthe implications of living in a community is that when a member of that 
commlnity is attacked, either physically or verbally, the other members of that community 
must come to his defence. This, however, is not to say that informed criticism of other 
people within the community has no place. Such criticism Is welcome and helps to improve 
the standard of discussion within the community. However to say that Professor Teakle^ 
remarks were in any sense "informed" is to do violence to the English language. 
The most depressing aspect of the public statements that have been issued to the press 
before and after the proposed march has been that, almost without exception, they have been 
Issued by people who have not acquainted themselves with the facts and who have a grossly 
over-simplified view of the issues at stake and the complexities of the community forces which 
have emerged. Professor Teakle. in his position of acting Vice-chancellor, has unfortunately 
put himself in the position of having made public statements which have behind them the 
influence of his high office, and which for the reasons given above have disturbed many people 
on this campus. / «• r 
DARREL DOESSEL 
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a f^eing out of Teakle 
During the Civil Liberties controversy, one of the many 
issues raised by implication was that of the role of staff in the 
University. Both Professor Teakle and Mr Gardiner make public 
statements embodying, in confused and self-righteous fashion, a 
prevalent feeling about the function cf lecturers within this 
institution. The symbol of this feeling and an indication of its 
depth was the almost inarticulately enraged person who yelled at a 
staff speaker: "Get back to the Staff Common Room'," 
At its logical worst, this bias leads many people to see the 
staff member as a kind of public servant, employed by the Univers-
ity, subordinate as to the arrangement of his "duties" to a pro-
fessor, who is in turn subordinate to a vaguely powerful hierarchy 
of committees or boards under a Senate which is effectively a 
creature of the Government, True, the lecturer is not bound 
legally, as teachers are, to a class-room and syllabus routine and 
gagged in every other area of discussion. But there seems to be 
a pervasive feeling tending this way. The lecturer is emotionally 
bribed to see himself as some kind of expert, employed to display 
his expertise within a given set of conditions: a department, a 
course, an examination system laid down as his permitted sphere 
of "serious" operations. If he cares to ease his conscience, as 
to staff-student relations, he may take a mild paternalistic inter-
est in a religious or political club, but he is generally expected 
not to be a heavyweight in any of this. It's all a game, where 
students are trying out their little creeds and values before 
going out into the big world. Of course, if the staff member can 
channel his concern for the students into bushwalking or the PooH 
Club, all the better. 
This view rests on the assumption that the University is 
virtually a functional, knowledge-making, brain-power supply unit 
within society, justified in terms of its usefulness. It is this 
view upon which documents like the Martin Report are based. Its 
air of liberality comes from the fact that its view of potential 
usefulness is subtle and various. 
Centrally opposed to this is that view of the university 
which sees it as a community of people whose aim, whether as staff 
or students, is the pursuit of knowledge, its dissemination and 
its discussion. In this perspective the main function of the 
administration is to serve the staff-student community by bringing 
about conditions of an institutional kind which actively facilit-
ate these aims. Laughable as it may sound to the bureaucrats, the 
administration should be a clerical service finally answerable to 
the legislative control of a self-governing staff-student commun-
ity. 
This would lead to a more viable exercise of authority in the 
university. An institution devoted to our aims should see none 
of its structures as final. The motto of a university adminis-
traction should be semper reformanda. This is an institution that 
needs to reflect continually on the effectiveness of its own 
activities. Any decisions taken, any acts of authority, control 
or discipline should take place after open discussion between the 
people involved, with reasons constantly given for all measures. 
Especially in a growing complex like this, active efforts should 
be made to build into every "authority-situation" a pressure valve 
of communication, an air-pocket of discussion, an institutionalized 
procedure of mediation. The machinery will easily be arranged, if 
the will is not lacking. 
The university is not the buildings or the organised systems 
of relationships, courses and examinations. All these things are 
merely devices for carrying on sQTie part of the complex human aim 
of the community. The community of thinking, inter-acting staff 
and students is the university and the curricula are merely some 
of the transactions between them that subserve the aims which 
constitute them as a body. These aims must be pursued both in-
side and outside the curricula, In fact they can lead to radical 
criticism of the curricula from either staff or students. They 
are; the pursuit of knowledge; the exposition of knowledge; the 
open discussion of knowledge, and the ruthless criticism and expos-
ure of error. 
-D.O'Neill 
Particularly in a counrty as poor in ideas as Australia, it 
devBolves upon the university community to be afortress of intell-
ect, a powerful spokesman of the place of intelligence in human 
affairs. We ought not to conceive of ourselves as suppliants of 
the voters, in a degrading search for a safe image that will win 
the grateful taxes of a "respectable" society. Our role is rather 
less comforiable and comforting than that. For it amounts to the 
practice of unceasing criticism, from a'standpoint of intellect-
ual and social conscience, of the deficiencies of Australian 
civilization, its many and glaring inadequacies as an environment 
for the growth of the huamn spirit in our age. A university 
should be stating the claims of the age-old and the universal 
resources of information and insight available in a university. 
Siach aims are manifestly libertarian, partial explanation of 
the almost palpable tension between some staff and the adminis-
tration is their feeling that many people in the J.D.Story Build-
ing are trying to serve a libertarian institution in a potentially 
authoritarian spirit. This is the internal contradiction which 
leads to the use of phrases such as Professor Teakle's, which 
strike even freshers as nafive. 
But liberty is not the only requirement for the fulfillment 
of the aims cited. They can only flourish in a context in which 
certain values are maintained. It is mainly in the defence of 
these values that this university falls short. It fails to 
discern the moral dimension of its responsibility, its guardian-
ship, in a spiritually and intellectually backward state, of 
values and dispositions on which the civilization of the West 
reposes. It ought to represent, both to the public at large and 
to the young individuals who annually join it, a lively community 
openly committed to: 
1. a deep respect for the integrity and the rights of persons; 
2. an equally deep respect for truth and for the complexity 
and subtlety of the world of fact, whether physical, psycho-
logical ox moral; 
3. an active concern for making the truth known, especially 
in the face of ascendant error, bias, illogic or incoherence; 
4. the responsible and measured defence of values which are 
instrumentally indispensible to the pursuit of truth and the 
development of intellectual growth by discussion - values 
such as openness, tolerance, and liberty and justice for all 
members of the intellectual community; 
5. the manifestation in the public life of the country of a 
well-informed, intellectually-developed concern for opening 
up questions and forwarding causes by responsible use of the 
human community in a particular place and time, hot cramping itself 
into the provincial frame of mind that strikes professional Queens-
landers as fit and proper. 
In fact the great opportunity that it being missed by Aust-
ralian universities today is that of the spiritual vitalising and 
mo^al educating of 1;he general community, the raising of the level 
of debate and the improvement of the quality of public concern for 
issues. For in the universities moral, political, and civiliza-
tional issues could be taken up with a more thorough awareness of 
their complexity. Universities could develop a standpoint of what 
has been called "creative dissent", a standpoint more freely human, 
more disinterested, though not less passionate, than the competing 
factions of the business and political world outside them. 
Indeed there are some questions about which staff and students 
are the only people fully equipped both by interest and respons-
ibility to take the lead. An example is the present university 
crisis. Given the common interest of staff and students in a 
real rather than a perfunctory and routine educational process, 
one would expect the well-advertised outrage with the government 
to have led already to a continuous public debate about the 
character of university education. Indeed, given the seriousness 
of the situation, the bland cynicisms of the government and the 
profound complacency of the public, the debate should by now have 
thrown up serious and militant commitment to the changing of 
public attitudes. Such questions as the viability of tertiary 
work-outs or massively organized s ta f f and student teach-outs a t 
publ ic schools , church and business organizat ions , t rade unions, 
e t c , even the f e a s a b i l i t y of s t r i k e s - a l l these th ings should 
at l e a s t have ben ra i sed as ideas . 
Yet perhaps i t may,be. urged of a l l t h i s l ine" of thought: 
"Well, many staff members are in broad sympathy with your l i n e , 
even i f they don' t say much. After a l l , un ivers i ty chaps are 
f a i r l y shy and r e t i r i n g . " And t h a t i s in one sense t r u e . The 
un ivers i ty i s fu l l of l i b e r a l s . But they are paper l i b e r a l s . 
They wi l l t a lk of the r i g h t , even the duty, of s taf f members 
to r e l a t e t h e i r i n s i g h t , information, and values to the public 
quest ions of our cu l tu re and our p o l i t i c s . But not in any way tha t 
anyone e l s e , and p a r t i c u l a r l y a young s tudent , w i l l take t o mean 
anything, t o even fa in ly imply an i n t e l l e c t u a l or moral stand on 
any r ea l quest ion. For they are too "object ive" to address meet-
i n g s , pess r e so lu t ions or name important personages by name. 
Their view of the i n t e l l e c t u a l i s far more a b s t r a c t : the 
r e a l t i n g of thought to i s sues i s merely an exercise in l o g i c , 
and contrary ccnclusions occur in an academic void of mutual and 
inef fec tua l goodwill. They never lead to contrary courses oifi 
ac t ion . That would d i s turb the se ren i ty that t h i e r contemplation 
demands. 
Give but a sign tha t your consience i s moved, t ha t you take 
your conclusions se r ious ly , t ha t you wi l l speak out to preserve or 
defend or at tack any ac tua l s i t u a t i o n , or make remarks about any 
ncn- f i c t ione l ind iv idua l , and the a i r around you a f lu r ry oi5 paper 
l i b e r a l s . When the pred ic tab le shower of c l i ches descends from 
the general d i rec t ion of the J .D.Story, they are safe in t h e i r arm-
c h a i r s ta lk ing about t h e i r lawn-mowers. 
Professor Teakle ' s remarks are not important or memorable in 
themselves. But they s t a t e with refreshing incomprehension and 
bluntness the fee l ings t h a t many other academics in t h i s place 
would phrase more ambiguously, more s p o h i s t i c a l l y , and with a l l the 
contemptible q u a l i f i c a t i o n s t h a t are spawned by bogus e t h i c s out 
of s k i l f u l career ism. 
At l e a s t Professor Teakle s t r i k e s one as being serious in 
some heavy-handed, out -dated , t i n -po t way. But many of the s t a f f 
who probably cheered inwardly at h i s admonitions have not even 
t h a t bluff v i r t u e . Like the tramps in Waiting for Godot., they 
seem t o th ink , t a lk and cont rad ic t one another to pass the t ime. 
Basical ly they are t r i v i a l i z i n g themselves and the i s sues t h a t 
the human community has inher i ted from i t s predecessors . They 
t r e a t the i n t e l l e c u a l l i f e as a thing se t apart from the r e s t of 
l i f e , a game which need not ids tu rb them or anyone e l s e . In any 
meaningful sense of the words, they are not ser ious and they do 
not c a r e . 
sfudent poivei" 
During the past week, students discovered their potential for 
political powar. Wisely, they decided to use this power 
responsibly, selectively and with moderation. 
The power and the initiative still rest with the students. 
In reserve they hold their ultimate weapon - non-violent civil 
disobedience. This is a weapon that should be resported to spar-
ingly and only when all the usual means of redress have failed. 
Students should be prepared to compromise when the Govern-
ment shows a willingness to enter into serious negotiations. 
However, they should not bargain away the fundamentals of their 
civil liberties position. 
Although the Premier has responded to the studeats' power, 
he has not conceded to any of their demands. Yet he must recog-
nise the justice of their position and alter the traffic regula-
tions or be confronted with the possibility of future mass civil 
disobedience on a very large scale. Herein lies the student power. 
Direct action as the leverage for the civil liberties issue 
can be successful, because three conditions are prevalent that 
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Usually ensure the effectiveness of this political technique. 
First and most important, the struggle is arrayed against 
the abuse of one of society's cherished values - the right of 
assembly apd free expression. VHth the exception of an aberrant 
minority, no-one will question the actual value involved. It may 
be denied that the value has been undermined, hut in the present . 
situation where the injustices are so blatantly obvious it is 
very difficult to defend this position. In the case of direct 
action as a protest against Australia's involvement in the Vietr 
nam war, the activists were hot contesting a generalised belief 
of the society,for pacifism and pacificism cannot in any way be 
construed as a value commonly shared by Australians. Thus from 
the beginning the anti-Vietnam demonstrators were struggling 
against heavy odds. Too many people do dispute the value and the 
issue. This type of opposition, ho^ ;ever, is absent from the civil 
liberties issue presently engaged in. 
Secondly, civil disobedience has a much better chance of 
succeeding if it is committed against the actual injustice that 
the activists are attempting to remove. Thus a protest against 
nuclear testing is more effective in gaining public support when 
directed against a test and against those responsible for the 
act - eg, by sailing a boat into the danger zone - than by call-
ing for a mass sit-down in Queen Street during peak hours. 
Thirdly, non-violent civil disobedience as a tactic will be 
more apt to succeed if it can be presented as an alternative to 
violence - ie. has the latent threat of violence behind it. 
Dr Martin Luthor Xing and Mahatma Gandi derived much of their 
strength from the fact that their way of peace and non-violence 
represented a preferable alternative to the authorities, v-;ho knew 
very well that if they did not listen to the demands of these 
moderates, they would soon be confronted v^rith scenes of violence 
and bloodshed, Df course, for this third factor to be valid, an 
intelligent and flexible government is required. 
All of the above three conditions - particularly the first 
one - exist in the students' present movement for civil liberties 
in Queensland. 
Consquently, if the students pursue their demands with 
unfaltering determination (even over a long period if necessary), 
they should ultimately win out, 
Ralph V. Summy 
Dept. of Govt. 
Reviewing a Memorable Week 
We have just observed what may well become recognized as the birth of student 
maturity in Queensland. The full significance of the events is slowly being absorbed by 
the somewhat impervious Queensland minds both at the univetsity and in the general 
community. 
The issue and events of the week were largely based on the interplay of action by 
students and reaction of the community leaders. The vigor of the students and the resis-
tance of the civic fathers were in just the right balance to produce a healthy and stimulating 
chain of events. It is regretable that it was all necessaty but understandable when one 
considers our complacent society. This complacency and apathy Is the price we pay for 
the privilege of our materially comfortable society. 
It is Interesting to study the way in which differences of method in persuit of 
basically the same objectives provided as much impetus as the resistance of the community 
fathers. 
Probably unknowingly, both Frank Gardiner as the official Union figure head, and 
Brian Laver for the Civil Liberties Co-ordinating group, by allowing personal feelings to 
influence their actions provided the catalyst which causecf the bulk of the student body to 
be Interested In what was happening. Even so, many have still not understood the real 
issue, being more than content in just concentrating their attention on what will soon be 
forgotten - that is the issue for or against the President's actions. 
However useful the above tactic may be, and it certainly did the trick this time, 
care must be taken in the future to keep it controlled. If overdone It could wreck a combined 
student move by splitting the ranks when there was unity on the basic issue. 
There was also some evidence of people having sensed a winner, being more concerned 
with putting their money and name on it than ensuring that the poor beast made it across the 
line. It may yet still be necessaty to apply the battety on September 5th. 
The action or lack of it by the majority of the staff was most upsetting. Especially 
the thoughtless comments by the Acting Vice-Chancellor who, at a vety late stage realized 
or was told something was happening and proved just how Interested the staff body was by 
making statements which demonstrated how little unity or communication exists between 
senior staff, junior staff and students. 
Surely the best moderating Influence on "habitual agitators" is for them to be joined 
in fomm discussion by the more mature within the university before the case is presented to 
the public. This would also greatly promote the much needed improvement In staff-student-
academlc relationships. 
Let us hope therefore that the new enlightenment Is maintained and not allowed to 
tarnish. Rod Mason, SCIENCE II 
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a nice night 's entertainment 
To state that "The Confederacy" - Dramsoc's 1967 Inter-
varsity Productionwhich will (with your support) run at the 
Avalon until 22 July - is being overacted would be to dissmiss 
it too simply and too wholly. From beginning to end it has been 
produced as a bombastic, often hilarious comedy. In fact it is 
real Vaudeville. If you are after a good night's entertainment, 
you should not miss this production. As Rodney Fisher's third 
production this year for Dramsoc, it again proves his policy of 
providing entertainment for the audience above all else. 
There are faults of course, and ultimately these provoke in 
the mind doubts abot the conception of the play upon, which 
Rodney Fisher has built his totla production. These faults are 
most easily seen in the lack of vocal contrast of some of the 
characters. Judi McGrath as Clarissa, Doug Barry as Gripe and 
Julie Walker as Mrs Atnlet all lower the effect of the irrespes-
ible pace to that of emotional bombast. The bounce and verve of 
well-controlled high paced wityy dialogue tends, in some few int-
emse moments, toward the screechings of over-played rant. This 
is most unfortunate in a play of the period particularly in 
Vanbrugh, where we expect a gentler, more subtle style of pro-
dustion than would be tolerated in the earlier comedies of 
Wycherley, and Etherege. What can this tendency to over-playing 
and straining of the dialogue be put down to? Certainly not to 
the production, though possibly to an over-enthusiasm for it, a 
general inexperience in the control and subtlety needed in the 
playing, not overacting, an overdrawrn role. Restoration comedy 
is still too little known in Australia for there to be widespread 
appreciateion by actors of the special qualities it requires in 
actors. Prudery and censorious attitudes again? I expect so. 
Fortunately audibility was not greatly affected by the farc-
ing of the lines. The entertainment value of the quick wity line 
was not lost or drowned. But the characters who came over best 
were those whose parts were played by actors with a more subdued 
delivery, eg. Peter Lavery as Brass and Jane Hyde as Flippanta 
played a delightful duo'role. Jane Hyde, with her charming suit-
ability and Motzartian lightness of touch, gave the best individ-
ual performance and was, I think, the closest to the producer's 
conception of the play, Ron Southcotte, however, could be more 
forceful and arrogant in his interpreation of Dick, the' scheming 
social climber. Funniest male part was taken by Rob Hamwood, as 
Moneytrap. His "age" precluded bombast and he teamed with 
Flippanta in hilarious scenes with very apt stage business, which 
suited the lightness and deftness of these scenes. One did not 
get the impression that such stage business was fraudulently get-
ting laughs of its own accord. Roslyn Atkinson realized her part 
of youthful purity stained by uncharming petulance very well also. 
The set, designed by Rodney Fisher and realized by John 
Kershaw, was not only an ingenious contraption, but also an 
extremely good set. If the stage crew had their problems with 
their lightnong changes, then they certainly were not'obvious. 
The only sign of first night problems was a reluctance during 
the first two acts of the audience and the cast to warm.to each 
other. This however was quickly dispelled later; but it makes 
one doubt strongly that the "Confederacy" is a well written or 
constructed play. But, then, it only aims to delight and this 
it does in full measure. 
This of course indicates completely both Rodney Fisher's 
style of production, and the expense and trouble Dramaoc have 
gone to over the production. All facets of the production, the 
foyer, the costumes, the set, music and furniture have been 
designed as a result of seeing the play as a work of transition. 
This all comes over beautifully. Yet the treatment of character, 
their speech, flamboyant use of gesture and stage business seem 
to belong to a curious combination of earlier dramatic styles. 
Here, the subtle blending of anachronisms to produce the effect 
of transtion has failed; the result is a heterogeneous mixture. 
Julie Walker as Mrs, Amlet is delightfully revolting and hilarious. 
She could have stepped straight into the role cf Ursula (The 
Pig-Woman) in Jonson's "Bartholemew Fair". She may be an accurate 
representative of a period lace, false teeth and hips seller, 
but even the producer would readily agree that being true to the 
period is not as important as being true to the production. 
The same criticism applies to the way Doug Barry as Gripe and 
Judi McGrath as Clarissa come over. Their lack of control, 
a matter of technique, placed them in a far earlier style of 
Restoration comedy, and damaged the production of this play. 
Technique should not damage theme, but here it does. Peter 
Lavery (Brass) Roslyn Atkinson (Corinna) Jain Hyde (Flippanta) 
and Rob Hamwood (Moneytrap) on the other hand were all very true 
to the production in their acting. 
Warwick L. Gould, 
ELECTIONS 
A series of lunch-hour meetings will be held as follows: 
17th July — Herston —1.10 p.m. 
18th July — St. Lucia —1.10 p.m. and 5.30 p.m. 
t9th July — Turbot Street -1.10 p.m. 
The relevant candidates will speak at these meetings. 
VOTING 
Polling booths will be set up in fhe refectory at St. Lucia. 
The booth will be open from 9.00 a.m. to 8.00 p.m. during 
the period of the election which will be from IVIonday, 
24th July, to Thursday, 27th July. 
The following groups will receive postal votes without 
having to apply for them; 
Life Members 
External Students 
Med. Ill, IV, V and VI 
Dentistry II, III, IV, V 
Agricultural Science III 
Pharmacy III 
Physiotherapy 111 and IV 
Occupational Therapy II and \\\ 
Speech Therapy III 
Until 12 noon the 17th July any other student may apply 
for a postal vote at Union Office. 
The proportional system of voting will be used during 
the coming election, i.e. one vote per vacancy —no 
preferences, 
GRAHAM HENRY, 
Electoral Officer. 
Articles on Trade Unions 
A.L.P. Structure 
Deserted Wives 
Asiah Student 
Editorial — What Karrala House 
means 
Review — Orbit of Cliina 
and Poetry and Music criticism 
Buy VtEWPOINT at Book Shop 
5th MAX POULTER 
MEMORIAL LECTURE 
"The Role of a State Labor 
Government in Federation** 
by 
DON DUNSTAN, Q.C., M.P. 
Premier of South Australia 
